deemed likely to become indispensable in a transnational system of innovation that, while still dependent on territorial law, must aim to promote technical progress, economic growth and welfare for all participants. The contributors were also urged to propose ways and means to minimize the social costs and enhance the benefits that might ensue from the TRIPS Agreement and related standard-setting initiatives by deliberately taking the promotion of public goods into account. Their responses, which Cambridge University Press will publish in late 2004, 2 have been organized under four major rubrics. Part I, entitled 'International Provision of Public Goods under a Globalized Intellectual Property Regime', explores the concept of public goods in the expanding knowledge economy. It is followed by a series of analyses and comments on preserving the cultural and scientific commons. Part III, entitled 'Sectoral Issues: Essential Medicines and Traditional Knowledge', 5 is followed in Part IV by numerous contributions gathered under the general theme of 'Reform and Regulation Issues'. A first subdivision deals with balancing public and private interests in the specific intellectual property regimes and the second explores the role of competition law in a worldwide market for knowledge goods.
6 A final set of papers, dealing with dispute settlement at the WTO and intellectual property rights, emphasizes the need for WTO panels to take public goods into account.
7
In the meanwhile, Professor John Jackson invited us to share a representative selection of the Duke Conference papers with readers of the Journal of International Economic Law. In preparing this Symposium, we have accordingly tried to reflect the richness of the contributions as a whole, the diversity of viewpoints expressed, and the breadth of topics that were covered. We have also interwoven legal and economic analyses, in keeping with the overall aim of the conference, and provided a mix of longer and shorter papers, which reflect the interplay of ideas and insights that the commentators made possible. Inevitably, any selection of this kind from such a distinguished roster of contributors was bound to prove difficult, and the end result can only hint at the intellectual wealth of the collection as a whole. Nevertheless, we think six framework articles in particular will give readers a good overview of the issues. The organizers of the conference, who are also the editors of this symposium, wish to thank the Rockefeller Foundation, the John D. and Catherine T. MacArthur Foundation, the McGuire Center for International Studies at the University of Colorado, the Center for the Study of the Public Domain at Duke University, and the Center for the Public Domain for their generous support. They also express their gratitude to Cambridge University Press for providing permission for this selection of articles to be published in the Journal of International Economic Law.
